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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Claims 14, 17-23 and 25 are currently pending in this application. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1. 17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 2/17/2006 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 14, 17-23 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable U.S. 
Patent Number 6,304,549 to Srinivasan et al. in view of the Fore-Switch-MIB Definitions paper. 

5. As to claim 14, Srinivasan teaches a telecommunication system comprising: S switches, 
where S is an integer greater than or equal to 2, each switch having a topology database with all 
configuration information f the S switches, any one switch providing all the configuration 
information for all of the S switches (col. 7, lines 16-31, the connection servers are interpreted as 
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being the claimed switches, and only the connection servers), the configuration information is 
defined in a Management Information Base, the switches send configuration information to each 
other, the switches send SNMP queries to each other to return retrieved configuration 
information from each other, and the switches respond to the SNMP queried by sending the 
requested configuration information to the other switches which sent the SNMP queries (col. 2, 
line 57-col. 3, line 10, though Srinivasan does state that the use of SNMP and MIB's is 
inefficient, none the less, the use is taught); however Srinivasan does not explicitly teach 
configuration in the Management Information Base including an IP address, a switch name, a 
software version, and a hardware type. 

The Fore-Switch-MIB Definitions paper teaches a Management Information Base 
containing configuration information including the name of the switch, a software version, and a 
hardware type (See MIB Groups section). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Srinivasan regarding the topology discovery 
with the teachings of the Fore-Switch-MIB Definitions paper regarding specific configuration 
information with in the management information base because the teachings of Srinivasan 
mention the use of MIB modules such as the Fore-Switch MIB module. 
6. 

7. As to claim 17, Srinivasan teaches a system wherein the switches attach a systems 
information group to a nodal information group to propagate the configuration information to the 
other switches in response to a query (col. 6, line 45-col. 7, line 30). 
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8. As to claim 1 8, Srinivasan teaches a system wherein switches have one or more logical 
nodes (col. 6, line 45-col. 7, line 30). 

9. As to claim 19, Srinivasan teaches a system wherein the nodes form a first PNNI group 
(col. 6, line 45-col. 7, line 30). 

10. As to claim 20, Srinivasan teaches a system including a plurality of PNNI groups (col. 6, 
line 45-col. 7, line 30). 

11. As to claim 2 1 , Srinivasan teaches a system wherein any node of the first PNNI group 
can provide all the configuration information for the first PNNI peer group (col. 6, line 45-col. 7, 
line 30). 

12. As to claim 22, Srinivasan teaches a method for operating a telecommunications network 
comprising the steps of: placing configuration information of a first switch of the network into a 
topology database of the first switch, the configuration information; sending an SNMP query 
from the second switch to the first switch for configuration information in the topology database 
of the first switch (col. 2, line 57-col. 3, line 10); and propagating the configuration information 
of the first switch to a second switch of the network (col. 7, lines 16-31); however, Srinivasan 
does not explicitly teach configuration including the IP address, the name of the switch, a 
software version, and a hardware type. 

The Fore-Switch-MIB Definitions paper teaches configuration information including the 
name of the switch, a software version, and a hardware type (See MIB Groups). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Srinivasan regarding the topology discovery 
with the teachings of the Fore-Switch-MIB Definitions paper regarding specific configuration 
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information with in the management information base because the teachings of Srinivasan 
mention the use of MIB modules such as the Fore-Switch MIB module. 

13. As to claim 23, Srinivasan teaches a method wherein the first and second switches are in 
a PNNI peer group, and after the propagating step, there is the step of retrieving configuration 
information for all the switches in the PNNI peer group from the first switch (col. 6, line 45-col. 
7, line 30). 

14. As to claim 25, Srinivasan teaches a method wherein a propagating step includes the 
steps of attaching a system information group having the configuration information from the 
topology database of a first switch requested by a query to a nodal information group (col. 6, line 
45-col. 7, line 30); and propagating the system information group attached to the nodal 
information group to the second switch (col. 6, line 45-col. 7, line 30). 

Response to Arguments 

15. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 14, 17-23, and 25 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Douglas B. Blair whose telephone number is 571-272-3893. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5pm Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Harvey can be reached at 703-305-9705. The fax phone numbers for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 for regular 
communications and (703) 872-9306 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3800. 


Douglas Blair 
May 14, 2006 



